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DELIGNE-BEILINSON COHOMOLOGY OF THE UNIVERSAL K3
SURFACE

ZHIYUAN LI AND XUN ZHANG

ABSTRACT. O’Grady’s generalized Franchetta conjecture (GFC) is concerned with codimension
2 algebraic cycles on universal polarized K3 surfaces. In [3], this conjecture has been studied
in the Betti cohomology groups. Following a suggestion of Voisin, we investigate this problem
in the Deligne-Beilinson (DB) cohomology groups. In this paper, we develop the theory of
Deligne-Beilinson cohomology groups on separated (smooth) Deligne-Mumford stacks. Using
the automorphic cohomology group and Noether-Lefschetz theory, we compute the 4-th DB-
cohomology group of universal oriented polarized K3 surfaces with at worst an A;-singularity
and show that GFC for such family holds in DB-cohomology. In particular, this confirms

O’Grady’s original conjecture in DB cohomology.

1. INTRODUCTION

Zero-cycles on K3 surfaces have been studied by Beauville and Voisin in [2]. They have shown
that if S is a K3 surface, then there is a canonical zero-cycle cg on S that satisfies the following

two properties:

(1) The intersection of two divisor classes on S lies in Zcg C CH(.5).
(2) The second Chern class c2(Ts) equals 24cg € CHy(.5).

This canonical cycle is called Beauville-Voisin class in CHy(.S). A natural question is to inves-
tigate the codimension 2 cycles on the universal K3 surfaces. More precisely, let #; be the
moduli space of primitively polarized complex K3 surfaces of genus g > 2 with only trivial

automorphism groups, which carries a universal family

. o aro
ﬂ.yg = F,.

O’Grady [38] has conjectured that the 0-th Chow group with rational coefficients of the generic
fiber of 7 is spanned by the Beauville-Voisin class. This is referred to as the generalized
Franchetta conjecture which can be viewed as a higher dimensional analogue to the Franchetta

conjecture on M.

Conjecture 1.1 (Generalized Franchetta Conjecture for K3 surfaces). Let T be the relative
tangent bundle of m : /7 — F;. For any a € CHQ(YgO), there exists m € Q such that

o —mea(Tr) is supported on a proper subset of 7.

This conjecture has been confirmed when g < 12 and g = 15 (¢f. [40, 13]) by using the explicit
geometric models. It remains open in general. Recently, Beauville has shown in [I] that there
exists for every g a hypersurface in 77 such that GFC holds for the corresponding family. We
also refer the readers to [14} 15, 27] for the generalization to hyper-Kéhler varieties. In [3],

the authors have verified GFC in cohomology groups. In this paper, we give more evidences to
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support this conjecture by considering the cycle classes of the universal K3 surface in the Deligne-
Beilinson cohomology group. Recall that the Deligne-Beilinson cohomology Hpy5(Xc,Z(p)) of a
quasi-projective complex algebraic variety X¢ is defined as the hypercohomology of the Deligne-
Beilinson complex (cf. [12], 42]). Denote by

clpp : CHF(X¢) — HES (Xc, Q(k)). (1.1)

the DB-cycle class map. Compared with the ordinary cohomology group, the DB cohomology
group is closer to the Chow groups because the cycle class map cl : CH*(X¢) — H*(Xc, Q(k))
factors through clpg. The main result of this article is

Theorem 1.1.1. For any o € CH2(Yg°), there exists a rational number m € Q such that the
class

clpp(a — mes(T)) € Hpp (72, Q(2)) (1.2)

is supported on a proper closed subset of ﬁ;, i.e. the restriction of clpp(a — mca(Ty)) is zero

on w1 (V) for some open subset V C F;.

We shall mention that the generalized Franchetta conjecture over Q can be deduced from
the Bloch-Beilinson conjecture. When X is defined over a number field, Beilinson conjectured
that the rational Chow ring CH"(Xq) injects into the DB cohomology [4, Conj. 2.4.2.1] via the
cycle class map clpg. Note that the universal family ;” can be defined over a number field,
so whenever Beilinson’s conjecture holds either for . or for K3 surfaces, one can immediately
obtain the generalized Franchetta conjecture over Q.

Let us conclude this introduction by explaining the ideas of the proof. As cohomological
generalized Franchetta conjecture is known, it suffices to calculate the kernel of the map

Hpg (7, Q(2)) — H (77, Q(2)),

which lies in H3(#p, C)/F?H?(.2,C). In [3], the low-degree cohomology groups (with coeffi-
cients) of the moduli stack .%, of quasi-polarized K3 surfaces and its special moduli substacks
have been completely computed. But the cohomology groups of .7 seem rather difficult to
compute due to the complexity of the boundary of 7] in .#,;. To overcome this difficulty, we
have to work with the separated substack of some covering of .. In our situation, we consider
the separated locus of the moduli stack of quasi-polarized oriented K3 surfaces (which is a dou-
ble covering of .#; ) and our proof of Theorem [[.T.]] relies on a dedicated calculation on the

cohomology groups of this open substack.

Organization of the paper. In SectionPland Section 3], we review the basic theory of Shimura
varieties of orthogonal type and moduli stacks of quasi-polarized K3 surfaces. In Section 4 we
introduce the DB cohomology on separated Deligne-Mumford stacks and construct the DB-
cycle class map for smooth ones. As expected, we show that it is parallel to the traditional
DB cohomology theory for varieties. In Section Bl we consider the moduli stack of quasi-
polarized oriented K3 surfaces and study the separated locus of this stack. Section [6]is devoted
to proving Theorem [LTJl We perform the NL-number computation on families of unigonal
and hyperelliptic K3 surfaces. Combined with the results in [3], this allows us to show that
the fourth DB cohomology group of universal family injects into the Betti cohomology. The
assertion of Theorem [LLT.1] follows immediately.
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2. PRELIMINARY: SHIMURA VARIETY AND SPECIAL CYCLE

In this section, we recall some basic results on Shimura varieties of orthogonal type which

will be used in the proof.

2.1. Shimura variety of orthogonal type. Let V be a non-degenerate quadratic even lattice
over Z of signature (2,n) and let G = SO(V') be the corresponding special orthogonal group.
The group G(R) of real points of G is isomorphic to SO(2,n). Fix a maximal compact subgroup
of Kg C G(R) and let Dy be the connected component of G(R)/Kg. It is a type IV Hermitian
symmetric domain of complex dimension n.

Let Z be the profinite completion of Z and A; = 7 ® Q be the ring of finite adeles. Let
K C G(Ay) be the discriminant kernel, i.e. the largest subgroup of G(Z) that acts trivially on
the discriminant group V¥ /V. To any compact open subgroup K C K of G(A ) it corresponds
a quotient space

Shy (V) = G(Q)\Dv x G(Ay)/K.
We shall simply write Sh(V') when K = K.

If K is neat, e.g. when K is sufficiently small, then Shx (V) is a smooth quasi-projective
variety. In general, Shx (V) is not connected. The connected component corresponding to the
coset of Dy x {id} is an arithmetic quotient

Xr :=T\Dy

where I' = G(Q) N K. If V contains a hyperbolic plane, then one has

Sh(V) =Tv\Dv,
where I'y = KN G(Z) is the stable special orthogonal group.
2.2. Special cycles on Xp. Given a vector v € (VY)" C V"(Q), we let U = U(v) be the
Q-subspace of V(Q) spanned by the components of v. Let Dy C Dy be the subset consisting
of 2-planes which lie in U+. The codimension r natural cycle Z(v) on Xt is defined to be the
image of

r'y\Dy — I'\Dy. (2.1)
where T'y is the stabilizer of U in I'. For any 5 € Sym,.,,.(Q) of rank #(3), we set

Qg={veV"| %(v,v) = B, dimU(v) =t(p)}.

which comes with a natural I'-action. For each function ¢ € Hom((V"Y/V)",C), Kudla associates

a special cycle
Z(B, ;1) € CH"(X1)

as some linear combinations of A\"~*%) . Z(v) with v € Q4 (cf. [26]). Here X is the Hodge line
bundle on Xp. They are compatible with natural pullback maps 7 : Xiv — Xr for IV C T, i.e.

m™(Z(B, ;1)) = Z(B, ;).
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Hence we may write Z(5,p) = Z(5, ;") for simplicity. Let us denote by Z(() the map
p > Z(B,p) € Hom((V"/V)",C)" ® CH' (Xr)c.

Let Mp,, (Z) be the metaplectic double covering of Sp,,.(Z) and p, be the Weil representation
of Mp,, (Z) acting on Hom((VY/V)",C). A celebrated theorem for special cycles on Xr is

Theorem 2.2.1 (Kudla’s modularity conjecture). The generating series
O(r) =>_Z(B)e’™7), 1 € H, (2.2)
B=0
with coefficients in Hom((VY/V)",C)Y @c CH" (X1)c is a Siegel modular form of type p,, weight

242 and genus v in with values in CH" (Xr)c, i.e.

O(AT) = det(cr +d) " p,(A, £1/det(cr + 4))O(7),
for all A = < @b ) € Spy, (7).
c d

Example 2.3. If V is unimodular, then V'V /V is trivial and the special cycle Z(3) can be
written as the quotient by I' of the union of hyperplanes
2(8) =1\ Y U™ (2.3)
VGQB
which is a linear combination of Z(v) for v € I'\Q3. In this case, Theorem 22Tl reads as the
generating series O(7) is a classical Siegel modular form of weight "TH and genus r.

Another important result concerning the special cycles is the following

Theorem 2.3.1 ([3]). Let E be a C-representation of O(Vr) and let E be the associated local
system on Xr. Suppose n > 8, then we have

(1) H(Xr, E) = H3(Xr, E) = 0.

(2) H%(Xr), E) is spanned by special cycles with coefficients in E if i =1 or 2.

) =

3. MODULI SPACES OF QUASI-POLARIZED K3 SURFACES

In this section, we give an overview of quasi-polarized K3 surfaces and discuss some Noether-

Lefschetz cycles.

3.1. Moduli space of (quasi-)polarized K3 surfaces. A (quasi-)polarized K3 surface of
genus g > 2 is a pair (S, L), where S is a K3 surface and L € Pic(S) is an ample (resp. nef)
line bundle with L? = 2¢g — 2. The middle cohomology H?(S,Z) equipped with the bilinear

intersection form ¢(—, —) is an even unimodular lattice which is isomorphic to the K3 lattice
A=U% @ Eg(—1)%2

where U is the hyperbolic lattice of rank two and FEjg is the positive definite lattice associated
to the Lie algebra of the same name. Let {e1, f1} be a standard basis of the first hyperbolic
lattice. The primitive part H%rim(S,Z) := ¢1(L)* has signature (2,19) and it is isomorphic to
the lattice

Agi={e1— (g - 1)f) @ U @ Bg(—1)*?,
by identifying c¢;(L) with the vector e; + (g — 1) f1. The Hodge structures on ngim(S, 7) are

parametrized by the period domain Dy, associated to Ag.
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Let .#, be the moduli stack of primitively quasi-polarized complex K3 surfaces of genus g
and 7] C .Z, the open substack of polarized K3 surfaces of genus g. The following result is

well-known.

Theorem 3.1.1. (c¢f. [20]) The moduli stack F#, is a smooth Deligne-Mumford stack of finite

type and 1t is coarsely represented by a quasi-projective variety F4 and there is an isomorphism
Fg = O(Ag)\Da,-
Moreover, the open substack F} is separated.

More generally, one can consider the moduli space of lattice polarized K3 surfaces, which

behaves similarly as .%,.

Definition 3.2 (Lattice polarized K3). Let S be a projective K3 surface and ¥ a non-degenerate
lattice. We say that S is a ¥-(quasi-)polarized K3 surface if there exists a primitive embedding
t : 3 — Pic(S) such that the image of ¥ in Pic(S) under ¢ contains an ample (resp. nef and
big) class.

Let Fx be the coarse moduli space of Y-quasi-polarized K3 surfaces. In [10], Dolgachev
proved that

Theorem 3.2.1. (c¢f. [10, Remark 3.4]) Fiz a primitive embedding of ¥ into A and consider X
as a sublattice of A via this embedding. Then there is an isomorphism

Fx 2 Ty\Dyo

where Dys,1 := {[o] € Da| q(0,%) = 0} is the period domain of X-(quasi-)polarized K3 surfaces
and I's, := {y € O(A)| ~|x = id}.

3.3. Example: Moduli of elliptic K3 surfaces. Let us consider the U-quasi-polarized K3
surfaces. If S is U-quasi-polarized, we have L1, Ly € Pic(S) satisfying L? =0and L;Ly = 1.

We may assume that L is effective without fixed component. Then the map
f:8—|Ly|=P!

is an elliptic fibration and the difference Ly — Lo represents a section class of f. Conversely, if
f: S — P!is an elliptic fibration with a section O, then the fiber class F and F + O gives a
U-quasi-polarization. We may also call .S a unigonal K3 surface. Let Fyy be the coarse moduli

space of U-quasi-polarized K3 surfaces. According to Theorem B.2.1] we have

Note that the orthogonal complement U+ = U®2 ¢ E§92 is a unimodular lattice.
Let us follow [34], I11.2] to describe the projective models of U-quasi-polarized K3 surfaces.
Let 7 : S — P! be the elliptic fibration and C' a section of 7. Then S has a unique Weierstrass

model with at worst ADE singularities, i.e. we can think it as the closed subscheme of P(Op1 &
Op1(—4) & Op1(—6)) defined by the equation

y?z = 23 + axz® + b3

where a € HO(P!, Op1(8)) and b € HY(P!, Op1(12)) satisfying certain conditions (cf. [33, Theorem
2.1]). As shown in [33], such equations are naturally parametrized by an open subset of the
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weighted projective space P(Q(g),?)(l?’)) equipped with a SLs-action. Recently, Odaka-Oshima

[37] have shown that there is actually an isomorphism
P(2),3019)) /SLy = F, (3.1)

between the GIT quotient and the Baily-Borel compactification of F;.
There is another description of the projective model of 7 : S — P!: as

mxO0g(2C) = Op1 @ Op1(—4),
the natural surjection 7*7,0g(2C) — Og(2C) defines a double covering
S —F,=: P(O]Pl (&) O]Pu1(—4)).

Its Weierstrass model is a double covering of Fy4 branched over the trisection 23 +az2% +bz3 = 0
and the section z = 0. Conversely, Let A = P(Opi1(—4)) and F a ruling of F4. Choose
B € |3A + 12F| which is disjoint from A and smooth, then the double covering of F4 branched
over (A + B) is a unigonal K3 surface.

3.4. Noether-Lefschetz loci on F,. The Noether-Lefschetz (NL) locus N'LY(F,) C F, is the
locus parametrizing K3 surfaces in F,; with Picard number greater than 1. It is a union of
countably many divisors defined as follows: given d,n € Z, the NL-divisor ’wa C Fy is the
locus of quasi-polarized K3 surfaces (S, L) € F, whose Picard lattice Pic(S) contains a rank

two sublattice
L o

Ll2g—2]|d (3.2)
Qo d

where o € Pic(S). In general, 1Y is not irreducible and one can define the so called irreducible
NL-divisor Pg’n by requiring the lattice (8.:2]) to be primitive. As divisors, Hfhn can be written
as a linear combination of primitive NL divisors via the triangulated relation

(dini)

where (d;,n;) runs over Z2 modulo the relation (d,n) ~ (d',n’) if
d?—2n(g—1)=(d)>-2n'(g—1) and d=d mod 2g— 2; (3.4)
the coefficient jiq, 5, € {0,1,2} is the number of integer solutions (z,y) of the equations
(d? = 2n;(g —1))2® = d?> — 2n(g — 1); (29 —2)y = d — zn;.

Let Agg4 be the determinant of the matrix (B.2)) and let @ be the generator of the cyclic
group AY /Ay According to [31, Lemma 3], the projection @ of a to H2; (S,7Z) is a vector

prim

with norm A@‘f‘i and the image of @ in Ag /A4 is dw, thus the NL divisor Hfl ,, can be identified
as the special cycle of codimension one
Ay ~
Z(-—%%- d):= O(A + 3.5
G2 d=00)\ 3 (35)
’U27 4gd_4 )

Note that Z(Ai%,d) has multiplicity two if 2dew = 0 in Ay /A, because v and —v will both

occur in taking the sum.
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Similarly, one can define the higher codimensional Noether-Lefschetz loci N'/L™(F,) parametriz-
ing quasi-polarized K3 surfaces in F; with Picard number greater than m. To specify the

irreducible components of N'L"(F,), we define the NL-cycles of codimension m on F; as below.
Definition 3.5. Let M be a symmetric matrix of signature (1,m). We define
HY; SNL(Fy)
to be the locus of quasi-polarized K3 surfaces (S, L) € F, for which there exist classes
aq, ..., 0y € Pic(S)
such that the gram matrix of (L, a1,...,qy,) is M.

Using the period map, the NL-cycle 9, can be identified as linear combinations of special

cycles in the following way: assume L-«; = d; € Z. Let @; be the projection of «; in ngim(s, 7)
and let M be the gram matrix of @;. Let Qs be the collection of vectors v = (v1,...,v0,,) € AgI
such that

e the gram matrix of (vq,...,v,) is M,

o v; =d;w mod A,.

Then H9, can be written as the quotient by O(A,) of the sum of subdomains

O(Ay)\ > Uv,...,om)" (3.6)

{’Ul,---/l}m}
s.t.(vl,...,vm)GQM

where the sum is taken over the m-ary subsets of A, consisting of components of vectors in ;.
One can easily see the irreducible components of H, are the natural cycles. A simple fact is
that #H9, is irreducible if and only if all the sublattices M C A, containing e; + (g — 1) f1, having
gram matrix M with respect to (e; + (g —1)f1,v1,...,0n) for some (vy,...,v,) € M, are lying
in the same O(Ag)-orbit. In the rest of this section, we will give some examples of NL-cycles

and compute the irreducible components.

3.6. First example: locus of exceptional K3 surfaces. A typical example is the NL-locus
of K3 surfaces in F, with (—2)-exceptional curves. To describe the irreducible components of
this locus, we need the following result which characterizes the O(V')-orbits of primitive vectors

for certain V.

Proposition 3.7 (Eichler’s criterion). Suppose that V is an even integral lattice and it contains
two copies of hyperbolic lattice. Then two primitive vectors x,y € V are lying in the same O(V')-
orbit if and only if *> = y? and z* = y* mod V, where x*,y* are the dual of x and y in VV.

Proof. See [18, Lemma 3.5]. &
Then we have

Proposition 3.8. (c¢f. [T, Proposition 2.11])The complement F,\Fy is exactly the NL-divisor

7-[8772. It is irreducible if ¢ Z 2 mod 4 and it is the union of 778772 and ng e ifg =2
1,852

mod 4.

Proof. The irreducible components of 7—[8772 correspond to the 6(Ag)—0rbits of roots in Ay.
According to Proposition B, any two roots z and y are lying in the same 6(Ag)—orbit if
¥ =y* in A;/ /Ag. As the discriminant group

A /Ny =7/(29 —2)Z
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it is not difficult to show that x* is either 0 or g — 1 in A;/ /Ag4. The latter situation occurs only

when g = 2 mod 4. The assertion follows easily. &

3.9. Second example: binodal and cuspidal loci. Let us describe some Noether-Lefschetz
loci of codimension 2 on Fy; which plays an important role in this paper. Let {ti,--- ,ts} be
a standard basis of the Eg lattice. Then we introduce two sublattices in A: let A;; be the
sublattice generated by e; + (¢ — 1)f1, t1 and t3 and let Ay be the sublattice generated by

e1+ (g — 1) f1, t1 and ty. The associated gram matrices under ¢(—, —) are
29-2 0 0 29-2 0 0
A = 0 -2 0 |;A= 0 -2 1

0 0 -2 0 1 -2

We let 7—[%1’1 and 7-[*?42 be the associated NL-cycles of codimension 2. Indeed, they parametrize
quasi-polarized K3 surfaces in F,; with at least two exceptional (—2)-curves. We may call HiL )
the binodal locus and ’HZQ the cuspidal locus. This is because for K3 surfaces in Hil,l and
H? ,» after contracting the two exceptional (—2)-curves, one can obtain singular K3 surfaces

with two isolated Aj-singularities or respectively, an isolated As-singularity.

Proposition 3.10. 7—[?42 1s irreducible and 7—[?41 | is in one of the following situations:

1) if g = 2 mod 4, it is the union of two irreducible components H9 and HY, , where
A11 A1

HY,, | is lying in the intersection of two NL-divisors P§_, and Hzfl,%—?'

(2) if g =3 mod 4, it is the union of two irreducible components 7-[194,1 . and H%ll, where

111
Hil,l s lying in the intersection of two NL-divisors Pg,72 and 7—[;’_1’97,3.

(3) M, | is irreducible otherwise.

Proof. Let us first consider the case 7—[*?41 .- Identify O(Ay) as the subgroup of O(A) fixing the

vector e1 + (g — 1) f1, then we just need to classify the (N)(Ag)—orbits of lattice M C A satisfying

e1+ (g —1)f1 € Mand M = Ay, via an isometry fixing the vector e; + (¢ — 1) fi. One should

note that 775_ La=2 N 775_ La=2 = () by the Hodge index theorem. According to Proposition 3.8,
L) L)

7—[?41’1 is contained in the primitive NL-locus 735’772. Hence up to a 6(Ag)—action, we can assume
that M is spanned by the vectors e; + (¢ — 1) f1,t1 and v for some root v € A orthogonal to
e1+ (g —1)f1 and ;.
Denote by
Ay, =l —(g-1fi) oUP @ Es © Wy

the orthogonal complement of e; + (¢ — 1) f1 and ¢;, where Wy = tll C FEjg is the orthogonal
complement of ¢; in Eg. We are reduced to consider the 6(A A, )-orbits of v. Due to Proposition
B7 we know that the O(A 4, )-orbits of v is determined by v* in A%, /Aa,. Let div(v) be the
divisibility of v. Note that div(v) is at most 2 as v> = —2. The discriminant group A% /A4, is
isomorphic to Z/(2g — 2)Z x 7 /27, which is generated by % and (tL;m) This gives
three possibilities:

i) div(v) =1 and v* = 01in A} /Aa;;

i) div(v) =2 and v* = L(e1 — (9 — 1)f1) in A, /Aa,. By computing the norm of v*, we get

g =2 mod 4. In this case, one can take v to be the vector

e1 — (g —1)f1+2(e2 + g;2f2),
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where (e9, f2) is the standard basis of the second hyperbolic lattice.

iif) div(v) = 2 and v* = (e; — (9 — 1)fi +t1 + 2t2) in A%, /A4a,. The normal computation
shows that ¢ =3 mod 4. In this case, one can take v to be the vector

gzlﬁ)

iiv) div(v) = 2 and v* = (t; + 2t2) in A}, /A4, this is impossible because the norm of v* is
—1 while 1(t; + 2¢,) is

e1—(g—1)f1+t1 + 2ta + 2(ex +

3
-3

For Hf'42, the computation is similar. We just need to classify the (~)(Ag)—orbits of lattices
spanned by e; + (¢ — 1)f1, t; and v for some v orthogonal to e; + (g — 1)f1, v> = —2 and

t; -v = 1. The vector t; + 2v lies in A4, with norm —6. One can see that the divisibility of
t1 + 2v in Ay, is either 2 or 6. Among all cases, there is only one possibility:

. tit2t
(t1 +20)* = ! 5 2 in AY /A4,

One can take v = t9 in this case. The rest of assertions follows easily. &

Furthermore, one can consider the binodal locus and cuspidal locus on the moduli space of
lattice polarized K3 surfaces. The following result is straightforward.

Proposition 3.11. Let Hy 4, and Hy,a, , be the cuspidal and binodal locus of the moduli space
of U-lattice polarized K3 surface respectively. Then Hy, a, and Hy a,, are both irreducible and
they are a multiple of special cycles defined in Example [2.3.

Proof. According to Example B3, U+ = U2 ¢ E§e2 is unimodular. Using the period map, we
can write Hy, 4, and Hy 4, , as a multiple of special cycles via (23] and (B.6]):

1 -2 1 1 -2 0
Hua, = §Z(< . o )) and fHU’AL1 = §Z(< 0 o )) (3.7)

The multiplicity 3 comes from the fact: if v = (vi,v2) € Qua, (resp. Q4,,), then the vector
v/ = (vg,v1) also occurs in Q4, (resp. Q4, ;). The NL-cycle is taking the sum over the collection
of the set consisting of components {v;, vy} while the special cycle is taking the sum over the
collection of vectors (v1,v2).

The irreducibility of them follows from Nikulin’s result [35, Theorem 1.14.4], which shows that

-2 1 -2 0
the primitive embeddings of < ) 5 ) and ( 0 5 ) into U®? EBE§92 are unique. o

4. DELIGNE-BEILINSON COHOMOLOGY OF STACKS

In this section, we review the theory of DB cohomology of algebraic varieties and extend it to
the case of Deligne-Mumford stacks of finite type over C. Throughout this section, all schemes
and stacks are assumed to be of finite type over C and all (hyper)cohomologies are taken on

analytic topoi unless otherwise stated.
4.1. DB cohomology of smooth varieties and arbitrary varieties.

Definition 4.2. ([4, 12]) Let X be a smooth complex algebraic variety, and j : X < X be
a good compactification with boundary divisor Z. The Deligne-Beilinson cohomology of X is
defined as the analytic hypercohomology

H) 5 (X, A(p)) = H (X an, A(p)pp (x x))
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where
A(p)pp x.x) = Cone(Rj. A(p) & Q3" (log Z) — R.0%)[-1]

is a complex of analytic sheaves on X, called the Deligne-Beilinson complex of the pair (X, X).
Here, A is a subring of R and A(p) is the constant sheaf with value (27i)? A; the complex Q%
is the de Rham complex of holomorphic forms on X and Q)Z(p (log Z) is the brutal truncation of
the complex of meromorphic forms on X with at most logarithmic poles along Z; the maps e
and ¢ are the natural ones.

Moreover, there is a natural map HQDpB(X ,A(p)) — H?(X, A(p)) and a DB-cycle class map
clpp : CHP(X) — HifL (X, Z(p))

defined by lifting the Betti fundamental classes. When X is smooth and projective, they are
compatible with the Abel-Jacobi map

0 — CH) (X) —— CHP(X) (4.1)

ClB
AJ clps

0 —— JP(X) —— HZ, (X, Z(p)) — H2(X, Z(p))

The notion of DB cohomology can be extended to the case of arbitrary varieties and even
more generally, arbitrary (separated) simplicial schemes via the theory of cohomological descent
(cf. [12], §5]). We briefly recall the constructions. For a separated simplicial scheme X,, one can
find a diagram

U, T. (4.2)
d

Xe
where p is (a proper hypercovering, hence) of cohomological descent, i.e. the cohomologies

of X, and of U, are identified via p, and j is a good compactification [9, 8.3.2]. Then the
Deligne-Beilinson cohomology of X, is defined to be the analytic hypercohomology

Hip(Xe, A(p)) = Hq(Uo,am A(p)DB(U.,U.))

where A(p)DB(U_’U‘) is the Deligne-Beilinson complex of (Us,, Us).

Many properties still hold in such a general case (see [12] 5.4]). Among them we state a
long exact sequence involving the DB cohomology and Betti cohomology of X,, which is the
most important for our purpose. Recall [9, Definition 8.3.4] that the mixed Hodge structure on
HY(X,,Z) is defined by transport from that on HY(U,,Z) via the isomorphism p* (for any choice
of diagram (£2)). We denote by {FPHI(X,,C)} the Hodge filtration on HY(X,,C). Then we
have

Proposition 4.3. ([12] 2.10(b) and 5.4]) Let Xq be a (separated) simplicial scheme, then there
exists a long exact sequence

-~ = HL(X., A(p)) — HY(X,, A(p)) — HY(X,,C)/FPH!(X,,C) — - -- (4.3)

and this sequence is contravariantly functorial for any morphism X, — X,.
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4.4. Cohomology on Deligne-Mumford stacks. Let 2~ be a Deligne-Mumford stack of
finite type over C. We denote by Et(% ) the étale site of 2", whose objects are étale morphisms
(U = Z), the morphisms from (U’ — Z7) to (U — £) are morphisms of schemes (U’ — U)
such that the corresponding diagram with base 2" is (2-)commutative, and the coverings of
(U — Z) are those (U; - Z') = (U — 27)); for which (U; — U); is an étale covering of U.
The resulting topos is denoted by Z¢, and the sheaves are called étale sheaves on 2 .

Remark 4.5. Consider the full subcategory Et*P(2°) of Et(.2") whose objects are those (U —
2') for which U is separated. It is not difficult to see that Et*P(2) is naturally a site whose
resulting topos is equivalent to Zg.

Let F be an étale sheaf on 2", then one can define the localized topos Z%;/F which is simply
the category Z¢ over F. In the case where F is given by an étale morphism U — 2, it is also
denoted by 2 /U, and the fact that it is indeed a topos follows from the following description:
let £t(2°)/U be the localized site, then the topos associated to Et(2°)/U is equivalent to
Ze /U. Moreover, it is not hard to see that 2 /U is equivalent to Ug;, the étale topos of U.

We now review the method to “compute” the cohomology using an atlas. Let w : X — 2~
be an étale atlas of 27, i.e. X is a scheme and 7 is an étale surjective morphism. To any such

m, we can associate its O-coskeleton
X, := cosko(m),

which is a simplicial scheme, and an augmentation e : X, — 2 ([9} 5.1.4], [28] 13.5]). Note that
replacing X by IL;U; where (U;); is a Zariski open covering of X consisting of affine schemes
(and finite in number), we may always assume that X is separated, and X, is then a separated
simplicial scheme.

Since X, is a simplicial étale sheaf on 27, there is a localized topos Zs;/Xe and a morphism
of topoi

et Ler/Xe = Lt
(cf. [39) §2.4.5 and §2.4.11]). It follows from definition that the localized topos 24/ X, is indeed
equivalent to the étale topos X, ¢; of X4 defined by Deligne (cf. [28] 12.4]). Recall that sheaves
in X, are those
(Fr)n>05 (0)s:(n1)—n))

where for each n, F,, is an étale sheaf on X,,, and for each § : [n'] — [n], 05 : Foy — 6. F, is a
morphism of étale sheaves on X,,; (here we denote by ¢ also the morphism X,, — X,/ associated
to d : [n'] = [n]), satisfying suitable compatibility conditions on composition of transition maps.

Since 7 is étale, surjective and of finite type, hence a covering in the canonical topology,
eet : Xect — et 1s of cohomological descent (cf. [39) 2.4.16]), i.e., let DV (Ze, Z) be the derived
category of bounded below complexes of Z-modules in 2%, then for any F € D1 (2%, Z), the
morphism
e

in DT (%, 7Z) is an isomorphism. Note that egtl (F) has the following concrete description: it

F — Regt veq

is the complex of sheaves in X, ¢ where the degree n component is simply the restriction of
F to X, ¢, and the transition maps are those induced by X,. Under these notations we have

therefore an isomorphism

HY( 2%, F) — HI(Xe g1, €5 (F)) (4.4)
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Remark 4.6. In [39] §9.2], the constructions above are carried out for algebraic stacks, using
the lisse-étale site Lis-Et(2) of an algebraic stack 2. Recall that Lis-Et(.2") is the category
of smooth morphisms over 2, where coverings of a smooth morphism U — 2 are those
(U = Z)— (U— Z)); for which (U; — U); is an étale covering of U. The resulting topos
is denoted by Ziis-¢t-

In general cases, there are technical issues on comparing Ziiss;/Xe and X, ¢. For Deligne-

Mumford stacks, however, these issues disappear.

There is a similar picture on the analytic side. For an étale atlas # : X — 27, the analyti-
fication 7®" : X" — 272" is also a covering in the canonical topology (of the analytic topos
Zan)- Therefore for F € DT (Zan,Z), we have also an isomorphism

HY(Zan, F) — HY(Xq an, €an (F)) (4.5)

We now give the construction of mixed Hodge structures on the cohomology groups of 2

using an atlas.

Lemma 4.7. Let m1 : X3 — 2 and 7y : Xo — Z be two étale atlases, where X7 and Xa
are separated schemes, and ey : (X1)e — 2 and ez : (X2)e — Z  are augmentations from the
associated 0-coskeletons to 2. Then for i = 1,2, the transport of mized Hodge structures from
those of H1((X;)e, Z) via € to HI(Z",7Z) are the same.

Proof. Let X3 be the (2-)fiber product X; X 2~ Xo. We have the following pull-back diagram

Xgl)Xl

Xo — X
™2
where 71 and 75 are étale surjective. In the associated commutative diagram

(X3)e —25 (X1)s

(Xa)o —— 2

€1 and €3 (the morphisms between 0-coskeletons induced by 71 and 7g, respectively) are then
étale hypercoverings, hence of cohomological descent. Therefore in the following commutative
diagram of cohomology groups

(e2)"

HY((X3)e, Z) «—— HI((X1)s,2) (4.6)

(éi)*T TG”{

HY((X2)e,Z) A HY (2, 7Z)

(e1)* and (e3)* are (morphisms of mixed Hodge structures and isomorphisms of the underlying
Z-modules, hence) isomorphisms of mixed Hodge structures, so for ¢ = 1,2 the transport of
mixed Hodge structures from those of H?((X;)s,Z) via e} to HI(Z",Z) are both equal to the
transport from that of H9((X3)s,Z). &
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From this, a mixed Hodge structure on H?(2",7Z) is defined, as the transport from that of
HY(X,,Z) via e* using any étale atlas. This gives in particular the Hodge filtration { FPH?(Z",C)}
of H1(Z ,Z) and (4.6]) becomes a commutative diagram of isomorphisms of mixed Hodge struc-
tures.

4.8. DB cohomology of Deligne-Mumford stacks: via atlases. As before, we let 2 be
a Deligne-Mumford stack of finite type over C. The first result is

Lemma 4.9. With the same notations as in Lemma[4.7], there is an isomorphism
Hpp((X1)e; A(p)) = Hpp((X2)e, A(p)) (4.7)
for any q.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of [12 5.2]. Keep notations the same as in the proof of
Lemma [£7l The morphism €3 induces a morphism of two long exact sequences (£.3)):

c —— Hpp((X1)e, A(p)) —— HY((X1)e, A(p)) — HI((X1),,C)/FPHY((X1),,C) — -+

l@)g}g l@)* lu

c —— Hpp((X3)e, A(p)) —— HY((X3)e, A(p)) —— H((X3),,C)/FPHY((X3),,C) — -+

Since (€2)* is an isomorphism of mixed Hodge structures, (e3)* is an isomorphism, hence

(€2)}p is also an isomorphism. Similarly, the induced map

(€1)bp : Hhp((X2)e, A(p)) = H((X3)s, A(p))

is an isomorphism as well. We conclude that ((€1)5g) ! o (€2))5 gives the desired isomorphism.

&

Remark 4.10. Suppose that there is a morphism f : X; — X5 such that the following diagram

Sl

XQﬂ_—Q)%

is commutative:

Let fo: (X1)e — (X2)e be the morphism induced by f. Then the same argument shows that
((fo)be) ™" - Hpp((X1)e, A(p)) = Hpp((X2)e, A(p))
is an isomorphism, denoted by ;.

Definition 4.11. Let 2 be a Deligne-Mumford stack of finite type over C. Fix any étale atlas
m: X — Z (with X separated), we define the Deligne-Beilinson cohomology of 2 to be

Hi\5 (27, A(p)) == Hp)p(Xe, A(p)) (4.8)
where X, is the 0-coskeleton of .

Moreover, the construction above is functorial. Let us fix for any 2" an arbitrary étale atlas
m: X — 2 (with X separated). Let f : 27 — 2 be a morphism. Take the étale atlas
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7 X' — Z7 of 2 we have fixed, and let 7 : XEX) — X' be the pull-back of 7 along f o7,

which fits into the following commutative diagram

Xy, ! X
N
X' " P ; Z
Then we have
Proposition 4.12. Set
fhp =17 0 (fo)b - Hp(2', A(p)) = Hbp(27, A(p)) (4.9)

where 1z is defined in Remark[{.10 and f, is the morphism of simplicial schemes induced by f
Then the assignment 2" — HL (2", A(p)), f — fig defined above is contravariantly functorial
for any morphism 2" — X .

Proof. Suppose that we are also given f': 27" — 2. Let 7" : X" — 2" be the étale atlas of
2" we have fixed. Consider the following diagram:

/ X&) 2 ) Ty — X
" " / -
X(X) X xn X(X’) \ J/ X(X)
X" Ll qn %{l ! f @
X 2 () X

where all squares are pull-backs. Denote the arrow X E/X) x xn X E/X’) — X" by g and the arrow
XE/X) X X Xé'X,) — X by h. It follows that (f o f)jg and (f')5g o (f)jp are both naturally
isomorphic to 74 o (he)})p-

&

Proposition 4.13. Let 2" be a Deligne-Mumford stack of finite type over C. Then there is an

exact sequence
s HO (2, A(p) —— HI(2, A(p)) —— HY(2,C)/FPHY(Z’,C) — -~ (4.10)

Proof. Take m: X — 2 as in Definition [L.11] then the assertion follows from the construction
of HL (2", A(p)) and the exact sequence (L3)) for the O-coskeleton X,

o —— HEp(X., A(p)) —— HY(X,, A(p)) — HY(X,,C)/FPHY(X,,C) — - --
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4.14. DB cohomology for smooth Deligne-Mumford stacks: via DB complexes. In
this subsection we give an alternative definition of DB cohomology for smooth Deligne-Mumford
stacks, which will be used to define the DB-cycle class maps.

So let us assume now that 2 is smooth. In particular, for every étale morphism U — 27, U
must be smooth. Consequently if X — 27 is an étale atlas with X separated (and smooth), its
0-coskeleton is a smooth separated simplicial scheme.

Let Sm/C be the category of smooth separated schemes. In [4], Beilinson showed that there
is a complex of (big) sheaves Q(p)pB,zar on (Sm/C)zar which computes DB cohomology. In

particular, for all smooth separated simplicial scheme X,, we have an isomorphism

HqDB(Xu Q(p)) = Hq(Xo,Zar, Q(p)DB,Zar|X.,zar)a

(See also [12} §5.5]).
Let Q(p)pB,¢; be the sheafification of Q(p)pB,zar in the étale topology. It has been proved
that the complex of étale sheaves Q(p)pp ¢ also computes the DB cohomology. In particular,

for all smooth separated simplicial schemes X,, we have

Hip(Xe, Q(p)) = HY(Xe ¢, Q(P)DB 6t x4 40)5 (4.11)

(¢f. [25, Thm. 2.5 (i)]). This holds even in Z-coefficients.
Now since 2" is smooth, we can restrict Q(p)pp ¢t to 2z (see Remark A5, and note that the
objects of Et5P(2) are all smooth).

Proposition 4.15. Let 2" be a smooth Deligne-Mumford stack. Then there is an isomorphism
HLL(27,Q(p)) = HY (2%, Q(p)pB.ét| 25,) (4.12)

Proof. Take an étale atlas m : X — 2. By definition H} 5(2",Q(p)) = H5(X.,Q(p)), where
X, is the 0-coskeleton of 7. By (&IT)), it is isomorphic to HY(X, s, Q(p)DB ¢t |x, ¢ ), and by (£4)
also isomorphic to HY(Z%, Q(p)pB ét| 23, )- &

4.16. DB-cycle class maps for smooth Deligne-Mumford stacks. Now we proceed to
define the DB-cycle class map from the Chow group of a smooth stack to the DB cohomology

group.

Let 2" be a smooth Deligne-Mumford stack. For each integer p, let CHP(Z")g be the p-th
rational Chow group of 2" defined in [I7, 41]. Let Q(p) denote the motivic complex of weight p
with rational coefficients (see [32, Definition 3.1]), which is a complex of sheaves on (Sm/C)g.
Then we have

Proposition 4.17. (cf. [22, Theorem 2 (i)]) There is a canonical isomorphism
CHP(2)g = H? (24, Q)] 2;,).
According to [25, Thm 5.2 (i)] (and see also [32, Chapter 19]), there is a map

Q(p) — @(p)DB,Zara

such that the induced map of the 2p-th Zariski hypercohomologies, restricting to Xyz,, for any
smooth separated scheme X, can be identified with the classical DB-cycle class map

clpp : CHP(X)g — Hi% (X, Q(p)).
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Sheafifying the above map in the étale topology (note that Q(p) is a complex of sheaves in the
étale topology), we get a map

Q(p) — Q(p)pB 4t (4.13)
This yields

Definition 4.18. Let 2  be a smooth Deligne-Mumford stack of finite type over C. The
DB-cycle class map for 2~ with Q-coefficients

clpp : CHP(2 )g — Hifu(27,Q(p))
is defined by taking the 2p-th étale hypercohomology of the map (£13]) restricting to Z.

We have

Proposition 4.19. If 2 is a smooth scheme, the cycle class map clpp agrees with the Deligne-

Beilinson cycle class map defined in [5].

Proof. In this case we simply take the identity X := 2~ 2 as an atlas, the O-coskeleton is
then the constant simplicial scheme X, and the result follows from (4.I1]) and the description
above of the DB-cycle class map for X. &

5. GFC FOR MODULI STACK OF ORIENTED ALGEBRAIC K3 SURFACES

In this section, we will study the separated locus of the moduli stack of oriented quasi-
polarized K3 surfaces.

5.1. Oriented K3 surfaces. Following [19], we first introduce the spin structures on a K3

surface.

Definition 5.2. A spin structure on a quasi-polarized K3 surface (S, L) of genus g is a choice

w of the two generators of

Homg,(det(H2;,,(S, Z)), det A).

prim
The triple (S, L,w) is called an oriented quasi-polarized K3 surface of genus g. A morphism

between two oriented quasi-polarized K3 surfaces (S, L,w) and (S’,L',w’) is a morphism f :
S’ — S satisfying f*(L) = L' and o’ = w o det(f*).

Let :9":9 be the moduli stack of quasi-polarized oriented K3 surfaces of genus g. The natural

forgetful functor
U :9":9 — Fy,
is étale of degree 2. It follows that % is a smooth Deligne-Mumford stack. Let 3-:9 be the

coarse moduli space of %. Then it is isomorphic to a Shimura variety of orthogonal type.

Proposition 5.3 ([19]). There is an isomorphism ]?g — g()(Ag)\DAg and the forgetful map on

coarse moduli spaces F, — F, is a double covering branched over H{ _,.

The stack % remains non-separated, but it behaves slightly better than .%, in the sense that

it admits a larger separated locus.
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5.4. Separated locus of %. Let us consider the open substack %9 of oriented quasi-polarized
K3 surfaces of genus g containing at most one exceptional (—2)-curve. A key observation is

Proposition 5.5. The open substack % is a separated smooth Deligne- Mumford stack.

Proof. Let R be a discrete valuation ring over C and K its fraction field. To prove the separated-
ness, it suffices to show that for any two families (X, £,w) — Spec R and (X', £ ,w") — Spec R
of quasi-polarized oriented K3 surfaces of genus g with at most one exceptional (—2)-curve, if
there is an isomorphism

or (XK, Lr,wi) = ( /K’ /K’WIK) (5.1)
of quasi-polarized oriented K3 surfaces over the generic point, then ¢x can be uniquely extended
to an isomorphism over R. There are three possibilities:

(1) if £ is relative ample, one can apply [30, Theorem 1] to the pairs (X, L) and (X, L'). Tt
is not hard to such extension must preserve the orientation.

(2) if Lk is not ample, then by our assumption, there exist unique families of exceptional
(—2)-curves on X — Spec R and Y — Spec R, denoted by C — Spec R and C' — Spec R
respectively. One can apply [30, Theorem 1] to the pairs (X,£ —C) or (X', L — ') to obtain
the extension.

(3) if Lk is ample, but the restriction Ly = L|x, is not ample. Then A} contains an excep-
tional (—2)-curve C. If the isomorphism of the pairs (X, L) = (X}, L)) can not be extended
to Spec R, then the birational map (X, L) --» (X’, L) is an elementary transform associated to
C (cf. [6, Theorem 2]). However, the monodromy group of a single elementary transform acts
on HQ(/I’n7 Z) as a reflection, which does not preserve the orientation of the generic fiber. This

contradicts to our assumption. &

Let 7 : 57;9 — % be the universal family. Then (Q; is also a separated Deligne-Mumford
stack (non quasi-projective) and we denote by CH? (5’;;9 ) the rational Chow group. We can state
a stacky version of O’Grady’s generalized Franchetta conjecture (GFC) for universal oriented
K3 surfaces.

Conjecture 5.6 (GFC for Oriented K3 surfaces) For any cycle class a € CHQ(%), there
exists m € Q and an open substack U C 3'78 such that the restriction of o —mea(Tz) to 7 1(U)

18 zero.

Certainly, Conjecture will automatically imply Conjecture [IL.1] via applying the push-

forward map. The cohomological version of Conjecture has also been confirmed in [3].

6. DELIGNE-BEILINSON COHOMOLOGY OF 5”95

In this section, we construct some two-dimensional testing families of polarized K3 surfaces
and calculate the NL-numbers. Together with the cohomological generalized Franchetta con-
jecture, this leads to a proof of Theorem [[L.T.T1

6.1. Vanishing of odd cohomology groups. Based on the vanishing result in Theorem 2.3.1],
let us first give a sufficient condition for the vanishing of H?*(.#$, C).

Lemma 6.2. Let 7—[,41 , and ’HA2 be the preimages 0f7-l,41 . and ’HA2 n ]: respectively. Suppose
the fundamental classes of irreducible components of HAl . and ’HA2 are linearly independent in

HY(F,,Q), then H3(f;, C) =0 and Hl(f;,Mf;) =0.
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Proof. Write Y = .7-"g - ]?5 = MY, UHY,. We first compute Hg(]-z;, C). Note that there is a
topological commutative diagram of exact sequences

- — 0= H3F,,C) —— H3(F:,C) —— H&(F,,C) —— HY(F,,C) (6.1)

ln 7 l” F Jm - J

e — H35(ﬁg, (C) —_— H35(./—?5, (C) E— H34(Y, (C) — H34(./—?g, (C)

Here, the first row is the classical sequence of cohomology (and with supports in Y') associated to
the pair (]?g, Y'), the second row is the standard exact sequence of Borel-Moore homology of the
complement .7?93 = .7?9 — Y, the vertical arrows are given by cap products with the fundamental
classes.

Note that ]?g and ]?; are finite quotient of smooth quasi-projective varieties, the cap products

N [F,] and N [.7?;] are isomorphisms on all degrees. Hence the map
N [Y]: Hy(F,, C) — Hay(Y,C)

is also an isomorphism. The space Hgl/(j}g,C) is spanned by the fundamental classes of ir-
reducible components of Y. It follows from Proposition that p is injective. This implies
H3(F3,C) = 0.

A similar argument shows that H'(F,, A ]’j-g) =0. &

6.3. Families of K3 surfaces in F,. Regard F, as the coarse moduli space of polarized K3
surfaces with at worst isolated ADE singularities. Let us construct two-dimensional proper

families of polarized K3 surfaces in F; for all g.

Hyperelliptic family for ¢ > 1 odd. Let ¥; = P2. Let us take C; C %1 x P! x P! a general
member in [Op2(2) X Op1yp1 (—2Kp1yp1)|. Each fiber Ci; of the projection C; — 3; over a
point ¢t € 31 is a curve in |Op1 p1 (—2Kp1 «p1)| with at worst a cusp or two nodes. Consider the
double covering

X, —» 3 x P x P!

branched over Cy, equipped with natural projections to the three factors. The first projection
gives a family ¢ : &1 — ¥ of surfaces over ¥;. For any ¢t € ¥y, the fiber &7 ; = (bl_l(t) is a
double covering of P! x P! branched over the curve Ci4. It is a hyperelliptic K3 surface and
it is smooth (resp. with A; or Ay singularity) if and only if the branching curve C; ; is smooth
(resp. nodal or cuspidal). Moreover, the family X; — ¥; has a relative polarization

-1
£1= 6102(1) + 75051(1) + T=750p1 (1),

of odd genus g, which induces a map ¥; — F, factoring through the natural map ; —
| — 2Kp14p1|. Conversely, a hyperelliptic K3 surface in F; (¢ > 1 is odd) with at worst ADE
singularities arises as a double covering of P! x P! branching over an integral curve in |—2Kp1 ,p1].

Hyperelliptic family for ¢ > 2 even. Let X5 = P?. Consider the Hirzebruch surface F; =
P(Op1 ©Op1(—1)), we denote by s the section of F; — P! and h the fiber class. Take Co C P?xF;
a general member in |Op2(2) K Op, (—2KF,)| and let Xy — X9 x F; be the double covering
branched over Co. The projection

(ﬁg:Xg—)Eg
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to the first factor gives a family of hyperelliptic K3 surfaces. The fiber X5; = ¢4 1(25) is a double
covering of F; branched over the curve Ca;. Similarly as before, this is a family of hyperelliptic

K3 surfaces which carries a relative polarization
L2 = ()" Op2(1) + ()" O, (s + Sh)

of even genus g. Similarly, we have a moduli map 3y — F, factoring through ¥y — | — 2Ky, |

for a generic choice of Cs.

Unigonal family. The construction of the family of unigonal K3 surfaces needs more atten-
tions. To get a two-dimensional proper family of unigonal K3 surfaces, we follow the construction
in [29] §4.2.2] to proceed as follows:

Let X3 = (P?)* be the dual projective plane, ® = {([L],p) € (P?)* x P?| p € L} the universal
line, and 71 : ® — (P?)* and 75 : ® — P? the projections.

Consider the fourfold

Y =Ps(0s @ Os(—4)),
where Og(1) is the pull-back of Op2(1) along 73 : ® — P2, Let A = Py(Og(—4)) and F the
pull-back of a line in P? along ) — ® == P2. Take a general member
B e [3A+12F|

such that it is smooth and disjoint from A, and form the double covering X35 — ) branched
over (A + B). Then the composite

Xz =Y — & I (P?)*
gives a family of unigonal K3 surfaces, denoted by ¢3 : X3 — 3.
6.4. The NL-number computation. For the three families ¢; (i = 1,2, 3) constructed above,
we are going to compute the intersection numbers

- 7—[?41’1 and % - HY, (6.2)
in Fy.
Hyperelliptic family. We first consider the hyperelliptic families. By taking C; and Co gener-
ically, we can further assume that all the fibers of C; — X; have only trivial automorphisms.
Then we have embeddings

¢1 : 21 — ‘ — 2K]P’1><]P’1’ and Ibg : 22 — ‘ — 2KF1’
Let us first consider the case ¢ = 1, and similar arguments will apply to the case i = 2.
Denote by
./4171 - | — 2K]p1><]p1| and Ay C | — 2K]p1><]p1|

the Zariski closure of the binodal locus and respectively the cuspidal locus in | — 2Kp1 p1 | = P24

which parametrize curves in | — 2Kp14p1| with at worst two nodes (resp. a cusp). It is known

that A; 1 and Ay are both of codimension two. Then we have
Y1 -7‘[% =%1-Ai1
. (6.3)
X1 'HAQ =31 - As.

where the right hand side is taking intersections in | — 2Kpiyp1], since by construction the
intersection numbers are the numbers of binodal and cuspidal members in the two-dimensional

family of the branching curves C; — ¥ respectively. It suffices to compute the degree of A; 1
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and Ag in | — 2Kp14p1|. This becomes a classical enumeration problem for singular members in
a family of curves, which has been studied extensively in [23], [24], etc.

By taking a general two-dimensional linear subspace B = P2 C | — 2Kp1,p1|, we obtain a
family f : C — B of curves in | — 2Kp1p1| called a net of curvesin | —2Kpip1|. Let Ay C B be
the discriminant curve of f, i.e. the locus in B over which the fibers are singular. Suppose that
f has at worst cuspidal or binodal fibers, and let az(f) and a; 1(f) be the numbers of cuspidal
and binodal fibers of f respectively. In this case, we have

deg(Az) = az(f) and deg(A11) = a11(f).

By our assumption, the discriminant curve A has only nodes and cusps as its singularities and
az(f) is equal to the number of cusps of Ay while a1 1(f) is equal to the number of nodes of
Ay¢. Then we have the following explicit formulae which compute a;1(f) and az(f).

Proposition 6.5. (c¢f. [I1], §11.4.4]) Let S be a smooth projective surface and L a very ample
line bundle on S. Let f : C — P? be a general net of curves in |L| whose fibers are at worst

cuspidal or binodal. Then the numbers of cuspidal fibers and binodal fibers of f are given by
as(f) =29 —d+2(e—1) (6.4)
3
ari(f) =d=3g—ele-1)+5(e-1)(e-2) (6.5)

respectively, where ¢; = ¢;(Q0), o = e1(L), g = (9 4+ 9acy +2¢}) + 1, d = 30 + acy and
e = 3a? + 2ac) + ca.

Note that for (S, L) = (P! x PL,| — 2Kp1,p1|) or (F1,| — 2KF,|), we always have
a? = 32, c% =8, ac; = —16, cp = 4.

By applying Proposition to a general net of curves in | — 2Kpipi| or | — 2Ky, |, one can
compute that in both cases the numbers of cuspidal and binodal members in such a net are

as(f) =216 (6.6)
al,l(f) == 1914, (67)
respectively. Since the surface 3; has degree 4 in the linear system, it follows that

Proposition 6.6. For:=1,2, %, - ’Hib =864 and 3; - ’Hil , = 7656.

Unigonal family. Now we consider the unigonal family ¢3 : X3 — X3 = (P?)*. Let
1,[)3 : 23 — fg

be the induced moduli map. As above, the intersection numbers deg (3 (#%,)) and deg(y3(H%,))
are, by construction, the numbers of binodal and cuspidal members in the two-dimensional fam-
ily of the branching curves B — 5.

Let M be the locus in B of the singularities of all singular fibers of B — 33, which is smooth
by genericity of B. They fit into the following commutative diagram:

M<—‘sBe"sY
T
Y3

Note that the family 7 in which the family B — X3 of curves is embedded is no longer a trivial

family of surfaces.
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The image A, = f(M) C X3 is exactly the discriminant curve of h. By genericity of B,
we may assume that the singular fibers of h : B — X3 are at worst cuspidal or binodal. As
before, the intersection number ¥3(HY.) = az(h) is equal to the number of cusps of Aj, while
i (HY . ) = a1,1(h) is equal to the number of nodes of A;,. They satisfy the natural relation

2(az(h) + a1,1(h)) = 2(pa(An) — pg(An)) = degD(f) (6.8)
where D(f) € CHY(M) is the double point class of f, given by ([16, Theorem 9.3])
D(f) = [ f«[M] = (er(f*Tss) — er(Tar)) N [M]. (6.9)

According to [23], §8-10], we have the following formula for as(h)

az(h) = deg((c1(2x © Oy(B)) — e1(Tx)) N [M]). (6.10)
This gives
Proposition 6.7. The intersection numbers are

as(h) = 816
(1171(h) = 33480.

Proof. We need to compute the class of M. Let dh : Tg — h*Tx, be the differential of h.
Consider the projective bundle p : P = Pg(h*Ts,) — B. The composition
p TX3 p—>p h 7-23 — O'P(l)

gives a section s € HO(P,Op(1) ® p*Qp). Let M be the zero locus of s. According to [24
Lemma 2.3.1], the restriction of p to M is an isomorphism onto M. In particular we have

Z*[M] = p*ctop(O'P(l) ®p*QB)
(6.11)
deg c1(Tn) = deger(T3;)

Set
a; = ¢i(Qy), B = ¢j(Ts), § = halan)pr + hi(az)
for i =1,2,3 and j = 1,2. Combining 68), (63), (6-10) and B.II), we get
as(h) = 4h, (1) f? 4 2he (@ + )1 — 2hs (1) B2 + 2Ry (a1az)
2(az(h) + a11(h)) = 6% — B16 + (—2h.(a1as) — hu(ag) — 2h.(af + a2)B (6.12)
+ h (1) (=457 + 362))

Set ¢ = ¢1(Ox,(1)). Then the classes of hy(a;) and hi(ajag) and 6 are given in the following
table:

hy(aq) ‘ hy(a) ‘ hy(as) ‘ h.(a?) ‘ hy(aqas) ‘ 5
18 | 210¢ | —450¢%| 36¢ | —600¢% | 264¢
One can get the numbers by substituting these data into (G.12]). &

Remark 6.8. In the above computation, § is nothing but the class of the discriminant curve

Ah of h.

Now we are ready to derive the following
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Proposition 6.9. Let 7‘~[A1,1 and 7‘~[A2 be the preimages of Ha,, and Ha, in ]?g respectively.
Then the fundamental classes of irreducible components of ﬁAM and 71,42 are linearly indepen-

dent in H4(.7?g, Q).

Proof. As the covering map ]?g — JFg4 is branched over 7—[8,72 containing 7—[?41’1 U 7—[?42 , we know
that the preimages of the irreducible components of /H%m or 7—[%2 remain irreducible. It suffices
to show that the fundamental classes of irreducible components of 7-[*?41’1 and 7—[%2 are linearly
independent in H*(F,, Q). According to Proposition B.I0, the irreducible components of 7—[%17 L
and 7—[%2 are described as follows:

i) ifg=0or1 mod 4, 7—[%171 and Hﬁb are irreducible.

ii) if g =2 mod 4, HY, is irreducible and 7—[?41’1 = /Hil/m U 7—[%,;’1.

ili) if g =3 mod 4, Y, is irreducible and % = = ’Hﬂll’l U 7-[194/:’1.

In case i), we take the testing families ¢; : X; — %;,7 = 1,2,3 depending on the parity of g.
We have the following intersection matrix
‘ HA1,1 HA2

;| 7656 864
Y3 | 33480 816

for i = 1 or 2. As the matrix is non-degenerate, we can conclude our assertion easily.

In case ii), one can take a general two-dimensional proper family ¢4 : Xy — X4 of K3 surfaces
in .#, such that there exist finitely many fibers of ¢4 lying in Hﬂ;yl. This is valid because the
boundary of the Baily-Borel compactifcation of F; is only 1-dimensional. Next, note that 3

and X3 do not intersect with the NL-locus 7—[5 e which contains 7-[%1 L The corresponding
—1,45 )
intersection matrix of 3; with Hil,l and ’Hib is given by

g g" g
‘ HAI 1 HAI 1 HAQ
Y1 | 7656 0 864

Y3 | 33480 0 816
bW a b#0 ¢

which is clearly non-degenerate. Therefore, the fundamental classes of 7—[194,1 1,7—[%; , and 7—[1942
are linearly independent.

In case iii), one can obtain a similar intersection matrix. The assertion follows similarly. &

6.10. NL-numbers via Kudla’s modularity conjecture. We will provide an alternative
way to compute the binodal and cuspidal fibers on a family of unigonal K3 surfaces which uses
less classical enumerative geometry. For any two-dimensional nontrivial family of unigonal K3
surfaces (with only ADE singularities)

f: X=X
over a smooth projective surface ¥, it induces a map ¢ : ¥ — Fyy = I'y\Dyo. To compute the
Noether-Lefschetz numbers with respect to f, we can applying Theorem 2:2.7] (see also Example
23 and Example B3] to Fiy and get that the generating series
Op(7) 1 =D (deg(* Z(B)))e*m )

B=0

~k 1
= > Npmid'p'q"
k,L,m>0

(6.13)
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is a classical scalar-valued Siegel modular form of weight 10 and genus 2, where we write
z1 0z - 4 ‘ .

T = L2 e Hs, § = 2™, p = €>™%2 and ¢ = €>™* for 21,23 € H, 29 € C. Then we
Z2 Z3

see that all the Noether-Lefschetz numbers can be read off from the Fourier coefficients of some

Siegel modular form. The geometric meaning of some coefficients Ny, ; ,, are given as below (see

also Proposition [B.1T]):
e the constant term Ng oo = (R? f,Ox)? is the self-intersection of the Hodge line bundle

on .
e Noo,1 = deg((1p*A)|a) is the degree of the Hodge line bundle on the discriminant curve
ACX.
-2 1 . . .
e Niii1= deg(zb*Z(( . 5 ))) is twice the number of cuspidal fibers.
-2 0 o .
e Nig1 = deg(q/;*(Z(( 0 5 >))) is twice the number of binodal fibers.

Next, due to Igusa’s work, a Siegel modular form of weight 10 must be a linear combination
of Ef)EéQ) and y10. Here, E,(f) is the Siegel Eisenstein series of weight n and genus 2 defined
by

o

n,T € H,

where summation runs over the bottom row of a complete system of representatives (c,d) of

elements in {( ; : > € Spy(Z)}\Sp4(Z); x10 is the Igusa cusp form defined by the infinite

product

xw() =g [] Q- qpqh)drt=

(r,8,¢)>0 (6.14)
= qpq — 2q4q — 16Gpq* + - --
where (7, s,t) > 0 means either » > 0,t > 0orr > 0,t >0orr=1¢t=0,s < 0; ¢(m) is the
Fourier coefficient of a modular form of weigh —% given by

> e(m)g™ =2¢7" + 20 — 128¢° + 216¢* — 1026¢" + 1618¢° + - - - . (6.15)
m>0
See also [36] §0.2] for the explicit construction of (G.I5]). This provides a way to construct many

testing surfaces which implies Proposition

Proposition 6.11. Suppose there exists a nontrivial family of Weierstrass K3 surfaces with
only trivial automorphisms (i.e. the identity and the involution) over a smooth projective surface
31 which induces a morphism v : ¥ — Fy. If the self-intersection of the pullback ¢* of the Hodge
line bundle on ¥ is not divisible by 17 or 23, then 7:2,41,1 and ﬁAQ are linearly independent in
H4(.7?g,@). As a consequence, one can obtain Proposition [6.9.

Proof. Note that
EPEY) = (1 + 240G + 240 + - - - + 13440Gpq + 302404 + - - - ) X
(1 — 504G — 504q + - - - + 44352¢pq + 166320Gq + - - - ) (6.16)
= 1— 264G — 264q + - - - + 577924pq — 45360Gq + - - - .
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Kudla’s modularity theorem shows that ©, must have the form

@1/1 = aEf)Eéz) + bx10
for some a,b € Q. As the coefficients Ny and Ny 11 are integers, we know that a and b are
integers as well. We can write

-2
1 -2

-2 0

degw*Z(( o,

))) = 57792a + b; deg ¢*(Z(< ))) = —45360a — 2b.

The assumption then implies that % %, which proves Proposition

For the last statement, we need to construct such a family. The idea is to make use of
Miranda’s construction. As in §3.3) we set W = P(2(9 303)) for convenience and one can
regard Fyr as an open subset of W)//SLj via the isomorphism (3.I]). Embed W into |Oy (6 - 2")|
with n sufficiently large. One can take general hyperplanes Hy, ..., Hig in |Ow (6 - 2")|, such
that they meet transversally with W and their intersection ¥ = W N H;N...N Hig is contained
in the open locus W° consisting of Weierstrass K3 surfaces with only trivial automorphisms.
This is valid because the complement of W° in W has codimension > 2. Let ¢ : ¥ — Fy be the
map induced by the quotient map W° — W*°/SLy C Fyr. According to the computation in [29,
Proposition 4.1.1], O (1) descends to the Hodge line bundle A on W°/SLy. One can compute
that the degree of (1)*\)? equal to the degree of S in |Oy (6 - 2)|, which is only divisible by 2

and 3. Thus we can conclude our assertion.

&
As an example, one can verify our computations for NL-numbers on 3.
Corollary 6.12.
Oy, = EPE® — 56160x10. (6.17)
Proof. From the computation in Proposition 6.7, some coefficients of ©,, are as follows:
e Npo1 = 264 (see Remark [6.5),
L] N17171 =2 X ag(h) = 1632,
[ N17071 =2X a171(h) = 66960.
The assertion follows directly. &
6.13. Proof of the main theorem. Using the vanishing result, we can immediately get
Lemma 6.14. The natural map
Hpp (75, Q(2)) = HY(7,Q) (6.18)

is injective for r < 3. Moreover, the map H%B(%m,@@)) — H4(57;5m,(@) is injective as well.

s

Proof. Consider the smooth and proper map 7 : 57; — F4, we can apply Deligne’s decompo-

sition theorem [g] to get
HY(#;,C) 2 @ H(Z;; Ri7.(C)). (6.19)
it+j=k
According to Proposition [6.2], we have
HY (5, Q) = 0.

The assertion follows from the long exact sequence (4I0). The last assertion holds because
Ygsm has codimension > 2 in 5”95 . &
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For each v € CH? (#4), according to [3], there exists m € Q such that
clp(a — mes(Tz)) € HY(, Q) (6.20)
can be written as a linear combination of universal line bundles over some moduli spaces of
lattice polarized oriented K3 surfaces in H4(Y;,Q). Then Lemma implies that this also
holds in the Deligne-Beilinson cohomology group. Thus we obtain

Theorem 6.14.1. Let Tz be the relative tangent bundle of T : 9”} — %. Then for any

ae CHZ(Y;), there ezists a rational number m € Q such that the class

clpp(@ — mea(T7)) € Hbp (77, Q(2)) (6.21)

is supported on a proper closed subset of Fs, i.e. the restriction of clpp(a — mea(Tz)) is zero

g7

on 7~ Y(W) for some open substack W in Zy.

It remains to prove Theorem [LT.Il We can assume g > 2 so that .7 — Z_ is a smooth

morphism between smooth varieties. Recall that we have the following commutative diagram

Te Sy e S (6.22)

ol

T3 Ty DT

We let m° ?g" — f?v; be the pullback of 7 via (6.22)) and set v : ?; — &, to be the covering

map. According to Theorem for any class o € CH? (#7), there exists a rational number

m € Q such that clpg(v*(a) — me2(T=)) is supported on a proper closed subset of /jgg.
Applying the push-forward map

v H%B(?;,Q(Q)) — H%B(ygo’Q(2))

to clpp(v* () —mc2(T=)) (such a push-forward exists for any proper morphism between complex
algebraic manifolds, since there exists also the theory of Deligne-Beilinson homology, which
together with Deligne-Beilinson cohomology form a twisted Poincaré duality theory, cf. [21]),
we find that clpg(a — me2(7r)) is likewise supported on a proper closed subset of .#7. This
finishes the proof of Theorem [LT.11
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